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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

1 . Claims 1-21, and 43-48 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 43-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 43 recites the limitation "the active portion" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claims 44-48, are also indefinite being 
dependent on base claim 43. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1, 4-8, 10, 12, 16, 18, 20, 43-45, and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Matsuda (JP 09-034638). 

Regarding claim 1, Matsuda discloses a method of transferring data from a memory tag 
(met by Fig. 1; 4 & [0021] note, storage parts) to another device (met by [0001] note, two or 



Application/Control Number: 10/573,444 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2612 

more units), using a memory tag reader (met by Fig. 1; 2), wherein the other device has an active 
portion which can detect the presence and position of the memory tag reader when brought 
adjacent to it (met by Fig. 1; 3), the method comprising the steps of bringing the memory tag 
reader adjacent to the memory tag (met by Abstract); uploading the data into the memory tag 
reader (met by Abstract); moving the memory tag reader adjacent to the active portion of the 
other device into a position which identifies the location to which the data is to be transferred 
(met by Abstract & [0001]), and downloading the data from the memory tag reader into that 
location in the other device (met by Abstract & [0001]). 

Regarding claim 4, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 5, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 6, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 7, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 8, Matsuda further discloses a PDA (met by [0004]). 

Regarding claim 10, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 12, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 16, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 17, Matsuda fiirther discloses copy/paste buttons (met by Fig. 10; 107, 
108 & [0048]). 

Regarding claim 18, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
Regarding claim 19, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
Regarding claim 20, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 8. 
Regarding claim 43, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
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Regarding claim 44, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
Regarding claim 45, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
Regarding claim 47, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 1. 
Regarding claim 48, Matsuda further discloses switches (met by Fig. 10; 107, 108 & 
[0048]). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaUy disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matsuda 
(JP 09-034638) in view of Mushell (U.S. Patent 5,442,348). 

Regarding claim 2, Matsuda does not specifically disclose that data is automatically 
uploaded from the memory tag when the memory tag reader is brought adjacent to the memory 
tag. 

Mushell teaches that data is automatically uploaded from the memory tag when the 
memory tag reader is brought adjacent to the memory tag (met by Col. 12, lines 49-54). It is 
obvious to automatically transfer data between two separate devices when they are adjacent to 
one another. 



Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Mushell's features into Matsuda's system. This provides the user the 
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ability to easily transfer data between two separate devices using touch. 

Regarding claim 15, Matsuda does not specifically disclose that data is automatically 
downloaded from the memory tag reader/writer when the memory tag reader/writer is brought 
adjacent to the memory tag. 

Mushell teaches that data is automatically downloaded from the memory tag 
reader/writer when the memory tag reader/writer is brought adjacent to the memory tag (met by 
Col. 12, lines 57-59). It is obvious to automatically transfer data between two separate devices 
when they are adjacent to one another. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Mushell's features into Matsuda's system. This provides the user the 
ability to easily transfer data between two separate devices using touch. 

8. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matsuda (JP 09- 
034638) in view of Mulla (U.S. Patent 6,1 19,944). 

Regarding claim 3, Matsuda does not specifically disclose that data is automatically 
downloaded from the memory tag reader when the memory tag reader is brought into the 
position adjacent to the active portion of the other device. 

Mulla teaches that data is automatically downloaded from the memory tag reader when 
the memory tag reader is brought into the position adjacent to the active portion of the other 
device (met by Fig. 7A; 90, 156, 150). It is obvious to transmit data fi-om one device to another 
when the devices are adjacent to each other. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/573,444 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2612 

invention to incorporate MuUa's features into Matsuda's system. This provides a convenient 
way to transfer data between two separate devices. 



9. Claims 9, 21, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsuda (JP 09-034638) in view of Mault (U.S. Pub 2002/0047867). 

Regarding claim 9, Matsuda does not specifically disclose an inductively powered 
transponder. 

Mault teaches an inductively powered transponder (met by [0083]). It is obvious to use 
inductively powered transponders as memory tags. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Mault's features into Matsuda's system. Inductively powered 
transponders provide a simple and easy way to store information that don't require batteries. 

Regarding claim 21, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 9. 

Regarding claim 46, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 9. 



10. Claims 11, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsuda (JP 09-034638) in view of Eichstaedt (U.S. Patent 6,563,494). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Matsuda does not specifically disclose identifying data to be 
transferred by dragging the memory tag reader/writer across the active portion of the other 
device. 

Eichstaedt teaches identifying data to be transferred by dragging a memory tag 
reader/writer across an active portion of a device (met by Col. 5, lines 39-45). It is obvious to 
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drag memory tag reader/writers across the active portions of devices to identify transferable data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Eichstaedt's features into Matsuda's system. This provides a simple way 
for a user to identify data they desire to transfer to another device. 

Regarding claim 13, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 11. 

Regarding claim 14, the claim is interpreted and rejected as claim 11. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Herrin (U.S. Patent 4,012,716) discloses a system for interpreting a coded record. 
Bans (U.S. Patent 4,750,151) discloses an apparatus for selectively retrieving stored information 
in response to touching a display panel. Ronkka (U.S. Patent 6,002,387) discloses a system for 
transferring data between a pointer and a display interface. Curkendall (U.S. Patent 6,346,885) 
discloses an apparatus for livestock data collection. Rekimoto (U.S. Patent 6,795,060) discloses 
an input/output system using a stylus and RFIDs. Norris (U.S. Patent 7,1 10,576) discloses a 
system for authenticating a mailpiece sender. Jurisch (U.S. Patent 7,456,826) discloses a 
touchscreen-sensitive and transponder reading stylus. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Wilson whose telephone number is 571-270-5884. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8 -5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 



Application/Control Number: 10/573,444 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2612 

supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on 57 1 -272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubhshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/BPW/ 



/Daniel Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



